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FINDING OF NO SIGNIF'ICANT IMPACTS
AND

DECISION RECORD
uT-020-2003-0078

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS: Based on an analysis of the
environmental impacts contained in the attached environntental assessment, I have
detennined that impacts to the human environment are not expected to be significant and
an environmental impact statement is not required for tire reasons stated below under
Rationale.

DECISION: It is my decision to approve Star Stone Quarries' Proposed Action which
involves the extraction of mineral materials from split estate lands located in Browns
Canyon.

Stipulations:

Stipulations are attached to the Finding Of No Significant Lrpact And Decision Record
as Attachment l.

RATIONAL:

This area has a long history ofrock quarry operations. BLM recognizes the need for the
operator to expand the existing minerai extraction operation onlo adj acent lands in order
to produce a mineral material not generaliy available from the sun'ounding quary areas.

The BLM would need to have complete administrative access to the mineral extraction
area to conduct monitoring and inspection activities, therefore the operator would be
required to interlock a BLM padlock on his main access route into the proj ect area.
Provisions need to be made by the operator to ensure this irappens.

The decision to approve the proposed action. subject to mrtigatrolr rlreasures outlined in
Attachment 1, will not result in any undue or unnecessary environmental degradation and
is in conformance with the Park City Management Franrervork Plan of 1975 and Plan
Maintenance Decision of June 19, 2003. Consultation u'ill not be lequired under Section
7 of the Endangered Species Act, or under Section 106 rvith the Utah State Historical
Preservation Officer.

lt€tJ--
Signature



Attachment 1.

Mitigation Measures (Proposed Action, Alternative A):

L The proponent shall affect a minimum of vegetative and soii disturbance
consistent with practical construction operations.

2. For the entire period ofuse, and for up to five veals post operation. the operator
would survey and treat noxious weeds. The BLM authorized officer wiil
determine when noxious weed treatments may end based on the operators annual
report and BLM spot clrecks of the area. Treatnents r,r'ould not be required for
more than five years after the operation has closed. A surr,'ey would be conducted
eariy each summer by the operator. The weeds which must be treated are weeds
on the Utah Noxious Weed list (appendix Z). The operator may ciroose the
treatment method, but the method(s) selected mr.rst be approl'ed in writing by
BLM. Presently, for tl.re species of greatest colrcem in the project area, treatment
lvith herbicides would be the most effective. Herbicide treatments must be
conducted by a pesticide applicator certified by the State of Utah. Herbicides and
adjuvants must be used according to all label dilections, inciuding safety and
environmentai protection stipulations. Treatments would be made once or twice a
year, depending on species being treated and tl.re treatment being used. Each year
the operator would provide BLM with a report describing the preceding years
noxious weed survev and ireatment activities.

3. At the conclusion of operations, and as a part of final reclamation of tire site, any
waste dumps created during the course of opelations mnst be pulled back into the
quarry floor for use as a sub-base for the subseqnent placement offines, topsoil
and compost materials.

4. No hazardous material (other than that listed by the operator in the proposed
action) shall be stored or disposed ofon-si1e. Petroleum spills ofone-halfquart or
more will be immediateiy cleaned up and properly disposed of. For larger spills,
the operator must contact the Salt Lake Field Office within 24 hours so that BLM
hazardous material clean up policies and procedures are complied with.

5. For complete administrative access to the mine site in order to conduct
inspections of the operation and for mor.ritoring purposes, the operator must allow
the BLM access to the Browns Canyon Community Pit at all times. This could be
accomplished by the operator interlocking his lock with a BLM padlock at the
main gate or by some other simiiar method.
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1.0 Introduction

Lon Thomas of American Stone. Inc. has submitted a request for a mineral material sale
from split-estate lands in the Brown's Canyon Comrnunit-v Pit area of Summit County,
Utah. Mr. Thomas owns the surface estate on the subject lands. The mineral estate is
orvned b,v the Federal govemment and managed b-v the Salt Lake Field Office. The
operator proposes to mine 50.000 cubic yards (120.000 ton equivalent) of material each
year over the life of the operation. The operator anticipates that the operation would
continue for 15 years. The project area is 11 acres in size. At the present time. the
operator is excavatins sandstone building stone from private lands south ofand adjacent
to the split estate lands.

1.1 Need for the Proposed Action

The purpose for preparing this Envirorunental Assessment (EA) is to evaluate the area
where the operator proposes to conduct his mining and crushing operation and to
deterrnine what type of mitigation, if any, is required for the operatiorl to proceed.

Consistent with Section 2 of the Mining and Mineral Policy Act of I 970 and Section 102
(a) , (8) and (12) of the Federai Land Policy and Management Act (FLPMA), it is the
policy of the Department of the Interior to encourage the development of Federal mineral
resources and reclamation of disturbed lands.

1.2 Conformance with BLM Land Use Plan

The proposed action ar.rd alternatives conform with tire generai guidelines of the Park
City Management Framework Plan (MFP) of 1975. The MFP made the commitment to
dispose of most of the lands rvithin the planning area and did not identify any potential
for the development of energy minerals. The MFP encouraged the development of lead,
zinc, silver, gold and cadmium resources, however it was silent as it reiated to salable
mineral resources. A plan maintenance decision has been prepared to address the
development of these limited salable resources. This decision rvas completed on June 19

2003.

1.3 Relationship to Statutes, Regulations, or other Plans

The proposed action and alternatives conform u'ith Mineral Material Disposal
Regulations at 43 CFR 3600, Utah's Standards for Rangeland Health (1991), Salt Lake
District Office (SLDO) Weed EA UT-020-96-24, SLDO Riparian Strategic Plan (1989)
and Utah's Non-Point Pollution Manasement Plan (2000).



1,4 ldentification of Issues and Alternatives

The public was notified of the proposed action on May 22,2003. This notification was
provided on the Environmental Bulletin Board located ir.r the Salt Lake Field Office and
on the Environmental Notification Bulletin Board at BLM's official Salt Lake Field
Ofhce website.

Table 1. Critical Elements ofthe human environment that have been considered for this
environmental assessment (EA) are listed below. Elements that nra)'be afl'ected are further
described in this EA. Rationale for those elements that n,ill not be sisnil'icantlv or adverselv affected
are listed in the table.

NOTEr These tables appl-v to resources or elements alTected bt'anr,of the alternatives analyzed in
detail

Critical Element
No
Impact

N{a1'

Impact
Not
Present Rationale

Air Qualrty Because of tire remote location of the proposed
operation, it is not likely that air quality would be
degraded by the mining operation.

Areas of Critical
Environmental
Concem

x Resource is not present.

Culrural X A culturai resources inventory was completed on
Janualy 23. 2003 by the SWCA Envuonmental
Consultants rvith no resources located. Cultural
resources identified include one isolated flake. A No
Effect detelmir-ration l.ras been made by BLM under tle
provisions ofa Protocol implementing a national
Prosranx-natic Asreement with the Utah SHPO.

Environmental
Justice

X

No r.rlnoritl' or lor.v income groups would be affected
by drsproportionately high & adverse human health or
envilor]mental effects.

Farmlands, Prime or
Unique

Resource is not plesenl.

Floodplains &
Rrparian-Wetland

X The area directly noth of the project area, in the Lost
Creek drarnage could act as a floodplain during heavy
rains andror heavy periods of snow melt. It is not
anticipated that this r,r'ould affect the proposed prqect
area. Resources are not present within the analysis
area.

lnvasive, Non-Native
Weed Species

The invasiorl and spread ofnoxious weeds is a
possibility dr.re ro the number of vehicles that would
access anci opelate rvithin the project area.



Native American X Durin-e the prepalation of the Environmental
Assessment for the original Plan ofOperations, no
Native American concerns or issues were identified.
Native Amer ican Religious Concems. No Native
Arnerican reiigious concerns are known for the project
alea. The claim area fal1s into the traditional use area
ofthe Eastern Shosl,one. The Eastem Shoshone did
not identif-v anv issues u,hen notified ofthe project
June 12. 2003.

T & E Flora/Fauna No officially listed tlueatened and endangered plant
species have been found on public lands within the Salt
Lake Field Office. The only Threatened and

Endar.rgeled Species is the bald eagle which does not
inhabit the Droiect area.

Waste -
Hazardous/Solid

Because of tlre operator's use ofheavy equipment
during rnining and milling activities, there is a smali
potential that fuel or other petroleum products could be

spilleci onto the surlhce of the grounci.

Water Quaiity;
Surface/Ground

The operator owns a water right to develop a natural
seep and has emplaced protections to prevent any
contanr.inatiolr to the groundwater resources from
domestic animals, x'ildlife or human-caused impacts.

Wild & Scenic Rivers Resource is not present.

Wildemess and/or
Wildemess Study
Areas

Resource is not present.

Other Issues and Concerns

Table 2: The resources, uses, and issues that ma-v be affected are described in
the Affected Environment section of this EA and are analyzed in the
Environmental Consequences section. Those potential issues or
r€sources that would not be affected are also identified in Table 2 and
a brief rationale for not considering them further is provided.

Other Issues/
Resource

No
Impact

May
Impact Rationale

Vegetation During tl.re course of the proposed action. the operator would
remove nearl-v all of the native vegetation within the project
area. The operator's Large Mining Operation Plan with
UDOGM provides a list of Pure Live Seed to be used for
reclamation purposes. After the operator revegetates the
proposed disturbance using this seed mix, there would be no
negative impacts resulting from the proposed action.



Access
Because the ploposed action is on private lands and behind an

operator-coutrolled gate. BLM's administrative access to the

site may be lir-l-rited. Public access to the mine would not be
possible. In addition. the main gate is located on lands that
the operator leases from another private individual.

1.5

B.

Alternatives Anal.vzed in Detail

Proposed Action (Altemative A): To analyze the applicant's proposal to mine and
excavate minerai materials from split-estate lands.

No Action Altemative (Altemative B): Under Alten.rative B, the No Action
Alternative rvould consist ofnot approving the operator's pending request for a
neeotiated mineral materiai sale.

2.4 Description of the Alternatives including the Proposed Action

2,1 Alternative A: Proposed Action

The operator has submitted a request for a mrneral matef ial sale flom split-estate lands in
the Brown's Canyon Community Pit area of Summit County, Utah. The project area
would be approximately 1 I acres in size and would be located approximately 7 miles
northeast of Park City, Utah (See Map #1). The opel'ator anticipates that the operation
wouid continue for the next 15 vears.

Minins Operation

The operator's proposal is to conduct operations by drilling, blasting and excavating the
mineral materials (iimestone/dolomite) using an excavator and a ripper. Equipment to be
used for the operation wouid include a bulldozer, u'heel loader', track hoe excavator,
dpper and crusher. The mined rock would be crushed on-site and sold as an aggregate.
The crushed material would then be loaded onto trucks and hauled out. An access road
has been proposed which would be 20 foot in width (See Map #2).

Overburden and waste would include a combination of soil and fine rock that overlies the
material to be crushed. Waste would inciude rock material that is not considered to be
salable as a crushed product. The operator's submitted map does not show any waste
dumps around their proposed excavation, therefore none are anticipated to be created
during the course of mining and crushing activities. If anv rvaste dr:mps are created
within the project area, the operator would be required to pull this naterial back into the
excavation as a part of frnal reclamation.

Mining would occur on a series of flat benches rather than by open-pit methods. The
north edge of the disturbance would be "day1ighted", with the south and eastem edges



forming a highu'all. Each bench would be about 20 feet in heiglit. The finai dimension
ofthe excavation would be approximately 700 feet long by about 500 feet long, for a
total of 8.03 acres. To facilitate expansion of the mine in the event tire operator excavates
the material out at a rate sooner than anticipated or requests additional mineral materials
beyond the initial 15 year period, this EA rvould cover the operator's total area of surface
ownership, 1 1.01 acres.

The operator states that the excavation will result in an 80 foot highwail with 20 foot
benches, or "lifts" at the conciusion of operations. This is consistent with what is stated
in his Large Mining Operation Plan with the Utah Division of Oil, Gas and Mining for
adjacent lands to the south ofthe project area.

The operator proposes to salvage and stockpiie the upper 6 inches to 1 foot oftopsoil
over the project area. He indicates that some areas may yield as much as 40 inches of
very cobbly topsoil. This material would be stockpiled in one of 3 topsoil and 1 subsoil
stockpiles that are located south ofthe split estate lands and beyond the boundaries ofthe
community pit. Additionai topsoil stockpiles would be established, if needed. lnactive
topsoil stockpiles would be revegetated and marked with signs labeled "Topsoil - Do Not
Disturb." Active stockpiles would not be marked with signs because it is not possible to
add additional materials to the stockpiles without disturbing them. Topsoil stockpiles
would be vegetated with the follorving mixture of pure live seed at the following rate:

Orchardgrass
Yellow Sweetciover
Small Bumet
Thickspike Wheatgrass
Crested Wheatgrass

Total

0.5 lbs/acre
1.0 lbsiacre
1.0 lbstacre
2.0 lbsiacre
0.5 lbsiacre
5.0 lbs/acre

Fuel Storaee

During operations, the operator would use an existing 350 galion above-ground diesel
fuel tank currently located or used within a secondary contaimnent unit on private lands
adjacent to the split estate lands. Other hydrocarbons that may be located within the
project area include one barrel of hydraulic oil, one ban'el of rnotor oil, one case of tube
grease and one case of starting fluid. These items rvould be stored near the diesel fuel
tank. No processing chemicais would be used during the course of operations. Used oil
from servicing vehicles and equipment would be drained into containers and hauled to
the operator's stone yard in Salt Lake City, Utah where it would be combined with other
used oil from other sources and picked up for recycling.

Diesel, transmission fluid and oil from small spills would be handled according to
appropriate regulations. Small spilis would be picked up and spread out on the waste
dump to allow the contaminants to evaporate from the soil materiais for six weeks, then
turned over for six more weeks until considered passable. If the spills are too large for



this to be practical, the contaminated soil materials would be scooped up, placed into
drums and hauled to an approved disposal site.

Trash. Scrap and Debris

The operator would haul all trash, scrap and debris to the Summit County landfill, as

needed. Any of this tlpe of material generaled during final reciamation wouid aiso be
hauled to the same landfill.

Reclamation Plan

The operator does not propose to do any concuffent reclamation during the course of
operations. The excavation would be designed so that the overall slope of the highwall at
the conclusion of mining would not exceed 45 degrees. At the conclusion of operations,
the quarry floors would be ripped, covered with fine rnaterial. topsoil and compost, and
then revegetated. No drill holes would remain after the material has been mined and the
material crushed to its specific size ranges. No leach pads are planned, therefore none
would need to be reclaimed.

Waste dumps would be recontoured to a finai slope of from 2H:1V to 2.5H:lV. The
regraded slopes would be covered with subsoilifine rock then with a layer of topsoil.
Compost would be added and the slopes would be broadcast-seeded with the UDOGM
approved list of pure live seed as outlined belou,':

Species

Wyoming big sagebrush
Rocky Mountain penstemon
Orchardgrass
Yellow Sweetclover
Forage Kochia
Saskatoon Serviceberry
Alfalfa
Intermediate Wheatgras s

Antelope Bitterbrush
Small Bumet
Thickspike Wheatgrass
Bluebunch Wheatgrass
Basin Wildrye

Total

pounds per acre

0.1

1.0

2.0
1.0
1.0

1.0

1.0

3.0
1.0

1.0

2.0
2.0
1.0

1'7.1

The seed mixture would be Pure Live Seed and would be broadcast durine the fall
months.



Roads, dump slopes and those areas adjacent to the highwall would be reclaimed using a
wheel loader or excavator to pull the material bacl< onto tlie disturbed ground before
revegetation efforts were undertaken. The lii_ehwalls themselves would not be reclaimed.

The natural drainage pattem u'ouid be re-established to fonl a stabie channel by
armoring the channel u'alls to prevent excessive erosior.r and downstrearn sedimentation.
The small seasonal waterways would be recontoured ar.rd graded u,ith suitable stone to
establish drainage with erosion rates comparable to natural erosion.

Topsoil would be spread at a ininirrum depth of 6 inches deep and amended with five
tons per acre of composted manure. Ferlilizer would be applied if necessary.

7' Alternative B: No Action Alternative

The No Action Altemative would consist of not approving tlre subrnitted request for a
negotiated mineral material sale. Under this aitemative, the operator would not be
permitted to extend his existing quarrying opelation onto the adjacent Federal minerai
estate lands. The No Action Alternative would be the cirosen altemative if it was
determined that the Proposed Action would cause unnecessary or undue degradation to
Public lands. Under the No Action Alternative, the development of a valuable mineral
resource would not occur.

3.0 AffectedEnvironment

3.1 General Setting

Geoloey

The study area lies near the westem boundary of the Wasatch Mountains, the westem-
most segment of the Rocky Mountains, about 21 miles east of the Wasatch Fault, one of
the major structural features of the North American continental plate. The Wasatch Fault
forms the westem boundary between the stable craton to the east, and the more
tectonically active western pofiion of North America (Hunt, 1982, p. 82).

During the Late Cretaceous, the region now known as the Great Basin was upiifted
relative to the Wasatch Mountains, and began to shed sediments eastward into the
Cretaceous Interior Seaway and subsequently formed the Colorado Plateau and later
Tertiary lake basins. In Late Tertiary time, extension and subsidence in the Great Basin
region, in conjunction with uplift of the Wasatch Mountains, reversed the regional
topography to its approximate present-day configuration (Hunt, 1982, p. 82).

The Park City region is located on a broad, east-west structural alignment that includes
the Uinta Mountains to the east, the Alta-Cottonwood-American Fork mining districts in
the center, and the Bingham-Ophir districts in westenr Utah. Consolidated sedimentary



rocks range in age from Precambrian to Triassic, with tlie youngest rock units including
unconsolidated Quaternary alluvium, glacial moraine material and glacial till. Igneous
rocks intruded these sediments and flowed out onto tl.re surface, forming extensive
accumulations across the region and within the study at'ea (Wilson, 1959, p. 183).

Lying between the Wasatch and Uinta Mountains is a large. crescent-shaped mass of
volcanic rocks called the Keetley Volcanics. These extrusive rocks form a complex
assemblage of flows, tuffs and volcanic breccias that are composed chiefly of andesites
and rhyodaciles. The Keetley Volcanics are Oligocene in age and rest upon an irregular
surface of older Pennsylvanian through Early Triassic sedimentary rocks. They were
likely extruded quite rapidiy into a river valley wl.rich once traversed this area (Stokes,
1986, p. 175).

The area of the proposed action rvas covered by rocks of the Keetley Volcanics, however
Recent erosion has exposed Jurassic and Triassic linrestone, dolomite and sandstone
along the drainage ofLost Creek. These exposed rocks have become the focus ofseveral
rock quarrying operations along the Browns Canl,on Road. inch-rding the operator's
existing sandstone quany.

Climate

The climate in the area is typical of an intermontane environn.rent. The area experiences
a wide variation in temperature, ranging from a mean minimum of 6" Fahrenheit in
January to 86" Fahrenheit in Juiy. The average annual precipitation is about 20 inches
per year (Jeppson, et al, 1968, Figures 12, 18 and 19).

Surface Water Resources

North of the project area about 500 feet is Lost Creek, a peremrial stream that flows
northeastward into Rockport Reservoir which is located along the Weber River drainage.
Water from Lost Creek is curentlv used for irrisation and domestic livestock watering.

Groundwater Resources

The operatorhas developed a seep located 1,700 feet north and 300 feet east ofthe south
quarter comer of Section 20. He also has obtained a water right for domestic, irrigation
and stock watering purposes. The operator states that he trses the seep to produce
household water for a camp located on site and for miscellaneous quarry uses. The seep

was developed by excavating about 6 feet into the embankrnent. A sand point pipe was
driven into the embankment to filter and collect water. Water is drained into a tank at the
bottom of the excavation. From there, water is pumped to the surface where it is made
available for use through a spigot. A water line was also constructed from the tank,



buried about 4 feet deep, to provide household water for the camp. This improvement is
permitted through Summit County.

The seep produces about 5 gallons of water per hour. Overllor,'u' from the seep drains to
the north into a constructed impoundment about 6'X20' in size at the surface and about 3

feet deep. The water then flows into a second overflow pond about 6' X 15' in size. The
second pond is often dry, according to the operator.

The groundwater source is protected by railroad ties which enclose and cover the source
pipe and water tank. This was installed to prevent domestic animals and wildlife from
entering and contaminatine the source.

a', Affected Resources

Invasive. Non-Native Species

Summit County, Utah has an active noxious weed control program. Dyers'woad and
Russian knapweed are noxious and invasive species of parlicular concem.

Access

Access to the project area is provided via an existing road that leads nofihrvard from the
Browns Canyon Road through the mine and mill site area controlled by the operator.
Because the proposed action is on private lands and behind an operator-controlled gate,
BLM's administrative access to the site may be limited. Public access to the mine would
not be possible. In addition, the main gate is located on lands that the operator leases
from another private individual.

3.2 Resources Affected Under Other Alternatives

The description of the affected environment for the No Actior.r Alternative would be the
same as that for the proposed action.

4.0 Environmental Consequences

4.1 Alternative A: Proposed Action

Invasive. Non-Native Weed Species

Under the proposed action, approxirnately 1 1.01 acres of surface disturbance would occur-

from the proposed quarrying and processing operation. Maintenance of the access road



and the continuous creation ofbare soil by quarrying, stockpiling and processing
activities would provide the optimum opportunitl, for the estabiishment and spread of
noxious and invasive weeds. The proposed action could reduce the effectiveness of
ongoing noxious weed control programs developed b.v Summit County, Utah and the
BLM if the project area became a dispersal point for noxious weeds to spread onto
adjacent Public Lands.

Waste - Hazardous/Solid

Under the proposed action, the operator has stated tirat srnall oil spilis would be disposed
of by digging up the soii and spreading this rraterial on the waste durnps to allow the
contaminants to evaporate. Such a proposal could result in degradation of the water
quality in the adjacent Lost Creek drainage and cause Llnnecessary and undue degradation
to Public Lands.

Access

Because the main access road to the split estate lands passes tlrrough a locked gate on
private lands before reaching the project area, full pubiic access to the site is not possible
at this time. Although BLM does recognize the need for site security, administrative
access must be provided.

4.1.1 MitigationMeasures

1. The proponent shall affect a minimum of vegetative and soil disturbance
consistent with practical construction operations.

For the entire period of use, and for up to five years post operation, the operator
would survey and treat noxious weeds. The BLM authorized offrcer will
determine when noxious weed treatments may end based on the operators annual
report and BLM spot checks of the area. Treatments would not be required for
more than five years after the operation has closed. A survey would be conducted
early each summer by the operator. The weeds rvhich must be treated are weeds
on the Utah Noxious Weed list (appendix Z). The operator may choose the
treatment method, but the method(s) selected must be appro",ed in writing by
BLM. Presently, for the species of greatest concem in the prqect area, treatment
with herbicides would be the most effective. Herbicide treatments must be
conducted by a pesticide applicator certified by the State of Utah. Herbicides and
adjuvants must be used according to all label directions, including safety and
environmental protection stipulations. Treatments would be made once or twice a
year, depending on species being treated and tl.re treatment being used. Each year

2.
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3.

4.

5.

the operator would provide BLM with a report describing the preceding years
noxious weed survey and treatment activities.

At the conclusion of operations, and as a par1 of frnal reclamation of the site, any
waste dumps created during the course of operations must be pulled back into the
quarry floor for use as a sub-base for the sr.rbsequent placement of fines, topsoil
and compost materials.

No hazardous material (other than that listed by ti.re operator in the proposed
action) shall be stored or disposed ofon-site. Petroleum spills ofone-halfquart or
more will be immediateiy cleaned up and properly disposed of. For larger spills,
the operator must contact the Salt Lake Field Office rvithin 24 hours so that BLM
hazardous material clean up policies and procedures ale compiied rvith.

For complete administrative access to the mine site in order to conduct
inspections of the operation and for monitoring puryoses, the operator must allow
the BLM access to the Browns Canyon Community Pit at all times. This could be
accomplished by the operator interiocking his lock u,ith a BLM padlock at the
main gate or by some other similar method.

Alternative B: No Action

Under the No Action Altemative, the development ard processing of a valuable mineral
resource would not occur.

4.3 Residual Impacts

Alternative A: Proposed Action

The residual impacts of the proposed action are that the qnany area within the split estate
lands would form a visual scar on the landscape. There would be only minimal residual
impacts to when the reclamation measures are irnplemented.

Alternative B: No Action Alternative

The residual impacts of the No Action Altemative are that the quauy area within the split
estate lands would not form a visual scar on the landscape. The development and
processing of a valuable mineral resource would not occur.

4.2
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4.4 Cumulative Impacts

The cumulative impacts of the proposed action, when added to other past, present and
proposed future projects in the surrounding area, represent a tl-rreshold of acceptable
impact. After implementation of reclamation and mitigation measures. this impact would
be negligible.

5.0 Consultation and Coordination

5.1 Persons, Groups and Agencies Consulted

Table 3: Consultation and Coordination

Persons, Agencies and
Organizations Consulted

Purpose and Authorities for
Consultation or
Coordination Findings and Conclusions

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.
Salt Lake Field Office

Informal Consultation under
Section 7 ofthe Endangered
Species Act (16 USC 1531)

FWS agrees with BLM's
determination as to not
adverselv affect listed soecies.

Utah State Historic
Preservation Office

Consultation for Undeft akings
as required by the National
Historic Preservation Act (16

usc 470)

A No Effect to Historic
Properties determination was
arrived at under the provisions
of a national Programmatic
Memolandurn of Agr eement
between BLM and SHPO as

implemented by a state
specific protocol for Utah.

Utah Department of Homeland
Security (Judy Wanabe,
Floodplain Mgr.)

Compliance with Executive
Order Floodplain Manasement

Zone C and panel number is
490005 0004 A, dated
September 1, 1987.

Utah Department of
Environmental Quality
Division of Water Quality

Riparian Management and
conformance with point soulce
pollution

TMDL Program Manager
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<t List of Preparers
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Title Name Responsible for

Team Leader. Geologist, BLM Michael Ford Preparation of tire EA and
mining-related issues.

Environmental Special ist.
BLM

Alice Stephenson Plan Conformance,
environmental justice, and

Quality Control

Outdoor Recreation Pl anner,
BLM

Britta Laub Recreation, Visual Impacts
and OHV activities

Wildlife Biolosist. BLM Mark Arana Wildlife issues

Rioarian Coordinator. BLM Pam Schuller Riparian issues

Archeoloeist. BLM Laird Naylor Archaeology and Native
American Concerns

Realty Specialist, BLM Mike Nelson Realty issues

Rangeland Management
Soecialist. BLM

Rodd Hardy T&E Plants

Rangeland Management
Specialist, BLM

Bill Dragt Noxious Weed issues.

Rangeland Management
Specialist and Riparian
Coordinator, BLM

Parn Schuller Ripalian-Wetiand &
Floodplain
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